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When* we notice; «Bcb ttyncn tfr H is sot to 
aM with then in their, own faefcion. We notice 
flw» Jmhui «e give Roman. Catholics credit 
4br feelings, of tenth and randaessv We think 
an appeal to such feeling* will not he in vain ; 
and we appeal to diem, to discountenance abuse 
of the Protestant version, which has neither, 
truth nor good feeling to rest upon. It is for 
them to judge candidly of what we set before 
tjpffwi* 

In our last number, we quoted the following 
from a speech of the Rev. Mr. M'Evoy, of Kells 
(Sunday, Nov. 25), on the charge against the 
Rev. Mr. Petcherine: — 

'^ Would yon know what is the nature of that charge? 
Xt was that of committing to the flames a thing which 
pretends to be the Bible, but which is a v3e and blas- 
phemous perversion of the Word of God ; H was for 
Committing to the flames a volume which, if I myself, 
in the absence of Attorneys- General and Solicitors- 
.General, were going to commit to the flames, I should 
take it up with a pair of tongs, for fear of soiling my 
fingers ; and so with the tongs would I hurl it into the 
consuming fire." 

We are not going to charge such language as 
this on Roman Catholics in general. We believe 
that numbers are disgusted 'at it Tet we have 
not heard that his Bishop,* Dr. Cantwell, has 
made any motion to take the tongs out of the 
priestly fingers that he has such a dread of soil- 
ing. However, we are. willing to let it pass, as 
the language of a very excited and excitable 
individual. But'the Taalet newspaper has the 
reputation of being an organ of the Roman Ca- 
tholic Priests. What appears in that paper on 
tuch a subject may be supposed to express the 
sentiments of many of those- Priests ; and in this 
respect it is worthy of attention. 

Space compels us to confine ourselves to the 
Tablet of Saturday, Dec 29, 1855, which affords 
-pf**ri«la. sufficient. 

In a leading article on the event* ef the past 
year, the Tablet calls the authorised version 

u A book which was no more the genuine Word- of God 
than was the tpeech of the Attorney-General s the only 
difference between them being, that one has bee* eon- 
damned by the Church as heretical, and that the other 
mUl, and. well may be, so condemned." 

Again, 

**A scandalous prosecution, conducted with virulence 
against toe Bedemptorist fathers, for not respecting at 
Heretical and condemned book called the Authorized 
Yerajon." 

A letter printed in the same number of the 
Tablet calls it " a forgery and a tie" (page 830) 5 
and then goes on : — 

"The publication, sanctified by the stamp of Her 
Majesty's printer, is a compilation rasatraasaatod, muti- 
lated, garbled, and corrupted, for heretical pur s s e e s. It 
|K given to Catholics avowedly to destroy their fidth . 
. . It it the bottnden duty ef a print to urge them to, 
mate- away with the books of the tempter ; It is bis duty 
to inspire against them horror and cont em p t. Some; 
laaarirs may affect to treat a *oa>ts3> uuass relic, 
ar the Attorney-General as a saint. lor quietness, an 
those people have an instinctive aversion to flames, the: 
Bedemntorista had better throw the next batch into the. 
river." 

The Tablet* however, in a leading article of 
its own, endeavours to show that Protestants are 
really pleased (however they may cry out about 
it) at seeing Protestant Bibles made away 
with:— 

""The Protestants of Ireland are the last people in the 
world who should complain of the destruction of a book 
w'«iich seems to them to be a shut book, whose counsels 
-fJbaw never obey, and whose precepts they set at nought 
j, ., . . It it impauibU to sugpost tba&Protestants are 
really eorry for the alleged destruction of a book which 
denounces their parsons as worthy of damnation. Thit 
•m perfectly incredible."— page 826. 

If Protestants have really mutilated and gar- 
bled the Bible as much as the Tablet says, we 
Wonder they did not leave out the curse on tire 
parsons. 



in * leading article or* "Oto Conatitocios" 
(page 825), the- Tablet says :— 

"Any people on earth, except tho person's people raj we made at the end of the year, 1854, vifc. 
Ireland, would understand how a Catholic, softo reads That with a view to faciliUtuur fair dkanasi 



blasphemy in. the fret page of theProteatant BihJe y would 
and should wish it gone to perdition.; but the parsons are 
blind as bats to the- views of conscience;, they acknow- 
ledge only mere or fear. With * a new edition,' fits a* 
six teabs ago, ' containing 30,000 corrections,' aad all 
the editions offensive to Catholic doctrine and practices, 
any man might see that Catholic consciences cannot 
admit such agglomeration to be 'the Word. of God."* 

" The authorised version" was published about 
the year 1610, that is, nearly two -hjiu*r-£t> ahd 
fifty tears ago. Since that day no correction 
or alteration has ewer been, made in it. Let thei 
Tablet take a copy of the- original edition, and a. 
copy printed last year, and they will find no dif- 
ference except in spelling. We challenge the 
Tablet to produce a single difference (except La 
spelling) between the first and last edition of the 
" authorised version," as translated in 1610. 

Then let the Toilet take the first edition of 
the Rhemish New Testament, printed in 1582,, 
and let him compare it with the New Testament 
as now published with the sanction of the Roman 
Catholic Bishops, and in the Gospel of St. Mat- 
thew alone he will find about 1,500 corrections; 
and if he compare further, he will find that about 
1,200 of these corrections are taken from that 
authorised version which he is trying to have 
burned as heretical ! k 

The following facts ought to prevail against 
mere falsehood and abuse. 

Within the last 100 years the Douay Bible' 
has been corrected by the Protestant Bible in 
thousands of places. 

Archbishop Troy, in 1803, tanctioned a Douay 
Testament so corrected. 

ALL the Roman Catholic Archbishops and Bi- 
shops in Ireland, in 1829, tanctioned a Douay 
Bible, corrected by the Protestant Bible. 

Archbishop Kenrick, in the year 1851, pub- 
lished; in America, a Donay Bible, still further 
corrected by the Protestant Bible. * 

Dr. Doyle, in 1825, said of the Protestant 
Bible — " I consider it as one of the noblest works, 
and on* of the ablest translations that has ever 
been produced." (Mr. CHagan's speech en 
Petcherine's trial.) 

Dr. Curtis, Roman Catholic Primate, in the 
same year, said for himself and the other Arch- 
bishops — ■* We agree that the antborised version 
of the Established Church is a very noble- and a 
very fine work" (CyHagan's speech.). 

Mr. O'Bagan, Father Petcherine's own ceanse^ 
say* of such opinions as the Tablet now pro- 
pounds — " I have a right to say that no such 
opinions are propounded by the beads of that 
Chun*." 

When Roman Catholics, who profess to take 
their opi n io n s from the heads of their Church, 
treat the Protestant. Bible with such rabid abuse, 
what credit can we give them, for sincerity or 
truth ? I« net this enough to show the nature 
and the sours* of their hatred to the Protestant 
Bible 2 

The Tablet assumes to be the soundest organ 
of the RornaaQotholic Church in Ireland. Like 
every newspaper, it must please the majority ef 
its subscribers. We fear there must be many 
Roman Catholic Priests and laity who approve of 
the way the Tabled writes about the Bible. But 
we gladly admit there are many Roman Catholics 
who regard truth and charity more than hatred 
and falsehood. For them, we write r and we ad- 
vise them to get a Protestant Bible and a Douay 
Bible, and to compart, them carefully,, and judge 
for themselves of the difference between what toe 
Tablet, in defiance of the heads of its own 
Church, calb " Godfe. book" and the "Devil's 
book."* 



Wntakfrtke present ssjs-oHnailj. when nniaton 
etng our fifth volume, to repeat tie ofier whith 



discussion, 
w« will undertake to fier-wnni the Gtstmatmac 
Latmaa duringtbe ensuingyear, mrUbemt ikamm, 
to any Roman Catholic clergyman who will'lte 
good enough to intimate either to the Editor er 
Publisher, 9, Upper Sackville-street, hu desire to- 
receive it, direct through the post. We she, 
agairv invite bur Roman Catholic fellow-country- 
men, whether clergymen or laymen, to avatt 
I hamulus of our pages to publish replies- to osjr 
,wtrgnments, or otherwise defend the doctrines* ef 
their Church as they may think most likely topno- 
raotft Christian charity and the cause of truth* 
Anything written in a spirit of candour and g*ed 
feeling will be inserted freely, and with a sine*** 
anxiety to give the most perfect fair play to our 
opponents. 

We hope onr regular subscribers will be goad 
enough to forward their subscriptions for the 
ensuing year (together with any arrears due) 
without delay, as all subscriptions are payable 
m advance. We need scarcely remind them, 
though 3s. 6d. is a small sum, that when a large 
number of such sums is in arrear, it imposes- a 
serious difficulty in the way of the conductors. 



* Catholic IUikas, Jane, Ittt «1 ML, p. 61 1 alas pagst **, 
7S. Sa, KVlUt T^ 

• Sm Cimoue Latmav, vol. 4, f. 4t, oel t. 



THE PROTESTANT CONSTITUTION. 
We hope none of our readers will be offended at the titfe 
of this article : we take it from the Tablet newspaper ef 
Dec 29, and. place it above only to answer a question 
which tbe Tablet asks about it. 

This Tablet asks (p. 826)— " How on earth has, tat 
constitution become ' Protestant?' Has it been by birth, 
purchase, conquest, or conversion? . . . 
What portion of the ' constitution.' in its real substantial 
sense, has sprung from Protestantism ? Is it the- common 
law, which has always been regarded as the guardian ef 
English, freedom, which is thus defamed? Why, King 
Alfred knew nothing of the thirty-nine articles: he was She 
•father of the (cowmen) laws of r^glaauVantt a Cattail* 
confessor, Edward, was their * restorer.' Do these ( 
mean the civil law ? Justinian, and Tbeodosius 
scarcely contemporaries of Luther. The canon, laa»? 
Worse aud worse — U comes from popes' decretals and 
Catholic councils. The statute law ? Why, yes, Vvtuum) 
tants have made some execrable statute law, sure enoughs 
but one may as wen call a questionable carpet the beuas, 
a* call the statute bur, which they have made, toe 'eonr 
stitHtien.'" 

We think these are very air questions to ask, and verjr 
well pat by the Tablet. We shall endeavour, ia a Sew 
words, to give as fair an answer to them. 

1. There were canons of the general councils before the> 
usurpation of Borne began. 

2- Tbecodeaof the civil bus ware also prior to thoss 
usssTnaiiona. 

&. There was "common, law'' in England before taw 
Popes' asurpationa gained grotutd in England. 

i. There ware statutes muds in EngUndaOO yeans batjasf 
the Befostnation, to resist the usurpations of the Pope. 

"The constitutioo,* became " Protestant'' simply ay 



The ancient canons of the Church; 
The principles of the civil law; 
Theanciens eummen. lam; and. 
The ancient statutes. 

We will try to give satisfaction on each of these fmur- 
Oculars. 

L The first general councit laid down this rate— 

" Let the ancient customs continue . . . . ia aV 
tbe provinces is* ts^ i p c i v ilegss. be rjreses^eatethe Lli as i to s, 
CCan. 8, NtcsBu.) 

"It is i^ht that tho Cbairiies of Qod whieh are aaaaag 
the barbarian Battens should be governed according ut, tba* 
custom of the fathers which has obtained. (SeeeadGetstva* 
Council^Conataatinople, Can. 2.) 

"Each, metcoaoltoan of his own: diocese gaeaaiinj 
together with the bishops of tbe province, as it faa* been 
promulgated in the holy canons." (Fourth General Cesar* 
cU, ChaXcadoa, Can. 28.) 

When these canons were psesed\ and for ages sAerweesks, 
the Churches in England and Ireland were governed- nf 
their awn metropolitans, or archbishops, and were, not 

•abject to Borne. Tbe bjmxobaxhmi of these sSB t 

canons deltrered the English and IriehtChurehee frem> aakv 
jectioB to the Pope, and su far made our " constitmio»f 
"Protestant." 

The 28th canon ef th» African; code forbids soy oo* ID 
appeal from Africa to the Pope. * Whoever shaS fcast 
thought to appeal beyond the eta. (i, «., to Borne, whStfi 
lay just across the sea from Carthage), let him nea,bs> M" 
ceived to communion by any one within Africa.*" " mA 
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•anon was acted on in England until the year 1170. The 
restoring of this ancient canon did much for our " Pro- 
testant constitution.'' 

TJ. The Roman Emperors, under the civil law, exercised 
the power of calling general councils of the Church ; this 
is the foundation of the first paragraph of the 21st of the 
It articles. The restoring of this ancient power of the 
Crown was a great help to our " Protestant constitution." 

III. " King Alfred was the father of the common law ; 
and a Catholic confessor, Edward, was its restorer." 
Bight well said by the Tablet ; and from the common law 
as restored by " Edward the confessor," we give the 
answer:—" The king, who is the vicar of the Most High 
King, is constituted for this, that he should govern his 
earthly kingdom, and the people of the Lord ; and that, 
above all, he should venerate his holy Church, and rule 
it."* This is the foundation of the 37th of the thirty-nine 
articles: — " The king's majesty hath the chief power in 
England, and other of his dominions, unto whom the chief 
government of all estates of this realm, whether they be 
ecclesiastical or civil, in all causes, doth appertain." 

Thus the supremacy of the Crown, which is the key- 
stone of " our Protestant constitution," rests on the re- 
storation of the common law, as " restored" by " Saint 
Edward the confessor." 

IV. The Tablet seems to think that all statutes against 
the Pope were made by "Protestants." We take our 
answer here from a statute made in the Parliament of King 
Richard II., 150 year3 before the Reformation (16 
Richard II., ch. 5) — " Whereas, the commons of the 
realm in this present parliament have showed to our re- 
doubted lord, the King, grievously complaining, that 
whereas the said our lord the King, and all his liege 
people, ought of right, and of old time were wont, to sue 
in the King's Courts to recover their presentments to 

churches, &c Andwhenjudgmentshallbegiven 

in the same court, on such a plea and presentment, the 
archbishops, bishops, &c., .... be bound and have 
made execution of such judgments .... and also 
be bound of right to make execution of many other of the 
King's commandments ; of which right the Crown of Eng- 
land hath been peaceably seized (possessed), as well in the 
time of our said lord the King that now is, as in the time of 
all his progenitors to this day ; but now of kite divers pro- 
cesses be made by the Bishop of Roue, and censures of 
excommunication upon certain bishops of England, because 
they have made execution of such commandments, to the 
open disherison of the said Crown, and destrnction of the 
regality of our said lord the king, his law, and all his 
realm, if remedy be not provided. And, also, it is said, 
and a common clamour is made, that the said Bishop 
o* Rome hath ordained and purposed to translate some 
prelates of the same realm, some out of the realm, and some 
from one bishopric into another within the same realm, 
without the Ring's assent and knowledge . . . 
by which translation, if they should be suffered, the statutes 
of the realm should be defeated and made void . . . 
and so the Crown of England, which hath been so free at 
all times that it hath been in no earthly subjection, but 
immediately subject to God in all things touching the re- 
galty of the same Crown, and to none other, should be 
submitted to the Pope, and the laws and statutes of 
the realm by him defeated and avoided (made void J at his 
will, in perpetual destruction of the sovereignty of the 
King our lord, his crown, his regalty, and of all his realm, 

which God defend Wherefore they, 

and all the liege commons of the same realm, will stand 
with our said lord the King, and his said crown, and his 
regalty in the cases aforesaid, and in all other cases at- 
tempted against him, his crown, and his regalty in all 

points, TO LIVE AND TO DIE." 

The Commons then ask the King to inquire the opinion 
ef the Lords spiritual and temporal, whose answers are 
given in the act: — "Whereupon the Lords temporal, so 
demanded, have answered, every one by himself, that the 
cases aforesaid be clearly iu derogation of the King's 
orown, and of his regalty, as it is well known, and hath 
been of u long time known ; and that they will be with 
the same crown and regalty in these cases specially, and in 
all other cases which shall be attempted against the same 
orown and regalty in all points, with all their power." 
And the archbishops and bishops answered, " that the 
same is against the King and his crown, as it is contained 
in the petition before named . . . .' and that the said 
Lords spiritual will, and ought to be, with the King in 
these cases, in lawfully maintaining his crown, and in 
ail other cases touching his crown and regalty, as they be 
bound by their ligcance." 

Whereupon it was enacted by the Commons, the Peers, 
and the Bishops, that all who should support these 
usurpations of the Bishop of Rome against the King and 
the law should be put out of the King's protection and 
imprisoned. 

By all which it appears that the Acts of Parliament 
nude at the Reformation did but restore — 

1. The ancient canons of the Church ; 

2. The ancient power of the Roman Emperors ; 

3. The ancient Common Law ; 

4. The ancient Statutes of England. 

We trust we have fairly answered the very proper 
question of the Tablet— . u How our constitution became 
Protestant." 

*> Labi* and Cow. On. Geo. VoL IX. 10*3. 



HOBJE JUVENILES. 

We have to thank a friend for forwarding to us a copy of 
an unpresuming little work with the above title, published 
in a very creditable style by J. Roche, of Cork, being a 
collection of pieces in prose and verie, by Denis Donovan, 
written with a delieacy of taste and piety of spirit which 
seem to us to give much promise of future usefulness . It 
is not usual with us to notice works merely for their lite- 
rary merit in our columns, however we may admire the 
talent displayed in them, nor should we do so now, but 
for the notes appended to one of the poetical pieces en- 
titled, " A Litany of the Blessed Virgin," in which the 
writer has evidently been misled himself, and may be 
the means of misleading others, if uncorrected", into 
supposing the Discourse on the Annunciation, erroneously 
attributed to St. Athanasius, to be a genuine composi- 
tion of that celebrated champion of the faith. Should 
these observations happen to meet the eye of Mr. Dono- 
van, we beg to call his attention to the indisputable fact, 
that the discourse or homily onthe Annunciation(Sermo in 
Annuntiationem Sanctissimae Dominse nostra? Deiparse), 
printed in the 2nd volume of the Benedictine Edition of 
St. Athanasius's works, p. 401 (from which Mr. Dono- 
van cites it), has fur the last 250 years been pronounced 
by the highest Roman Catholic authorities to be indisputa- - 
bly spurious, and not to have been written for 300 years at 
least after Athanasius's death. We need only mention 
that Cardinal BeUarmine and Cardinal Baronius were 
both of this opinion; as were the Benedictine Editors, 
who, in their preface expressly say " that this discourse 
is spurious, there is no learned man who does not now 
adjudge." We cannot, however, be surprised that so 
young and pious a Roman Catholic as Mr. Donovan ap- 
pears to be should have been misled in this matter, when 
so eminent a writer as Cardinal Wiseman, in his Lectures, 
vol. ii., p. 108, was so reckless as to cite the same words 
as those of St. Athanasius, out of the very Benedictine 
edition which condemns them as spurious ; as our readers 
may remember we have already fully detailed in our 3rd 
volume, p. 84. 

Mr. Donovan's other extract (from St. Epiphanius) is 
one which never can be too often quoted, and which 
every member of the Anglican Church would cordially 
respond to, " Let Mary be honored ; let the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghost alone be adored. Let no one worship 
Mary ;" a passage which we have more than once cited 
and relied on in our pages. 

Mr. Donovan concludes by saying that " passages 
might be quoted from the Scriptures in support of this 
doctrine of the Church, viz. : the invocation of the 
Blessed Virgin), but I refrain from doing so, as well, 
because I do not consider this the place to enter more 
fully into the subject, as because such arguments are 
already well known to all my Catholic readers." 

Should Mr. Donovan further elucidate his views by 
citations from the Holy Scriptures, we hope our friend 
will not fail to furnish us with a copy, and we should be 
happy to facilitate their circulation by inserting in our 
pages anything written in support of them, in so Chris- 
tian and amiable a spirit as pervades the whole of the 
little volume above referred to. 
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DID THE VIRGIN MARY EVER DIE? 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sir, — The late decree of Pope Pius IX., that the doc- 
trine of the Immaculate Conception of the Blessed 
Virgin should be henceforth believed as one of the fun- 
damental dogmas of the Roman Catholic Church, has 
already begun to produce its fruits. Some days ago I 
happened to meet with a passage in a modern French 
periodical publication (the Revue Chretienne) which may- 
prove interesting to some of yonr readers. In this pas- 
sage the writer makes the following statement: — 

" We lately read a letter written by the Abbe Migne, 
requesting of the Pope to reform the liturgy of the Feast 
of the Assumption, and to blot out of it everything relat- 
ing to the death of Mary, because it was impossible that 
the Immaculate Virgin could have undergone the conse- 
quences of original sin."* 

The Abbe Migne, I may observe) is one of the most 
learned of the French Roman Catholic theologians, and 
his name is in the title page as the editor of the re- 
publication of the works of the Fathers, which has lately 
issued from the French press. That a man so able and 
so well informed should feel himself compelled to take 
the step of solemnly asking the Pope to change the old 
established liturgical forms whioh have now been in use for 
many centuries in the Church of Rome — a Church which 
boasts that she is immutable and unchangeable — is indeed 
an event of no ordinary significance, and, if complied 
with, may be attended with very important consequences. 

For what is the motive which must have induced the 
Abbe Migne to make so strange and unusual a request? 
It is plain that he sees that the Church of Rome cannot 

° Nona avoca to 1' autre Jour una lattre de 1'AM* Migne, qui de- 
niende auPape que Ton reforme la llturgi* dele fete de TAasomption, 
et que l*ou en efface tout ce qui as. rappurte a la mort de Murie, ear 
U Vterge tmmtculee n'a pu irabir tee consequences du ptciie oiiginel. 
—Stnt Ohnti-^ns. Ho. 1. (JawrHt, I8». Par*.. 



stop where she is. He is sufficiently versed in the early 
Fathers to know, that, following the guidance of Scrip- 
ture, they uniformly assert, that death is the penalty of 
sin. The Romish Church, in the Liturgy of the Assump- 
tion, teaches her people to believe that the Blessed Virgin 
died, like ordinary descendants of Adam. Hence the ob- 
vious inference in the minds of all persons would be, 
that the Virgin must have sinned. But the Pope has 
lately issued his decree that the Blessed Virgin is free, not 
only from actual, but from original sin. Why, then, every 
one will naturally ask, why did she die ? 

In suoh a state of things, it is plain to common sense? 
that one or other of two things must be done — either the 
new doctrine must be given up, as being contrary to the 
old liturgy ; or the old liturgy must be changed, in order 
to make it accord with the new doctrine. In fact, the 
case is much the same as if a man were to bnild an ad- 
dition to the house in which his forefathers had lived be- 
fore him for several generations, and then, when the ad- 
dition was completed, should find to his surprise that the 
new building bad blocked up some of the doors and win- 
dows which were in constant use in the old bouse. It if 
plain that the owner of the house would have to make his 
choice between two alternatives, either to give up the use 
of the doors and windows, which had been made before 
his own time, or to pull down the building which he had 
erected, perhaps, at the cost of much toil and money. 

Now, it cannot be expected that the Pope and his ad- 
visers would ever think of repealing a dogmatical decree 
which they issued with so much pomp a year ago j even 
it'it could be ever so clearly shown to be inconsistent with 
the old established Liturgies of the Romish Church. 
Hence, the only thing to be done is, to alter the liturgy 
so as to correspond with the new dogma, and this is what 
the Abbe Migne has asked the Pope to do. 

It would occupy too much of your space if I were to 
dwell at any length upon all the grave consequences in- 
volved in this request. The Abbe Migne sees that an 
important fact in the history of the Blessed Virgin, 
namely, her death, is inconsistent with the dogma of 
the Immaculate Conception, and he, therefore, naturally 
desires that all reference to this fact should be blotted out 
of the Liturgy of the Feast of the Assumption. But, even if 
the request of the learned Abbe should be complied with, 
will the Church of Rome have gained her object ? She 
may blot out of , the , Liturgy of the Assumption all re- 
ference to the death of the Blessed Virgin, but will she be 
able to blot the fact itself out of the records of history ? 
She has the power, doubtless, to keep back from the 
knowledge of a great part of her people this cardinal 
event in the Virgin's history ; but what is this, but to ac- 
knowledge that she is afraid to tell tbero of an event that 
really happened, lest it should induce them to disbelieve 
a doctrine which she has thought fit to decree as one of 
the articles of the Christian faith? Is this, I would ask, 
either fair or honest on the part of Romish theologians? 

In fact, if the suggestion of the Abbe Migne should be 
complied with, what would be the next step? The exi«t- 
ing facts of history will not fit in with the dogmas of Ro- 
manism. They must be shut out of sight, therefore, alto- 
gether; and perhaps a new history of the Blessed Virgin 
will be written, which will accord better with Romish ideas 
of what " the glory of Mary" requires. When the opinion 
of the Abbe Migoe is adopted, as it very probably will 
be, by thousands in the Roman Catholic Church", it wifi 
be decreed by the Pope and his advisers, and whoever 
denies it will be deemed a heretic ! Such is the downward 
tendency which Romish theology has lately assumed ! 

I will conclude this letter (the length of which I hope 
you will excusej by requesting that you will favour your 
readers with a collection of those passages of ancient au- 
thors, which explicitly state or confirm the fact of the 
actual death of the Virgin. I am sure that such a citation 
of passages would prove very acceptable to some, at least, 
of your readers, and we would then be able to see what 
portions of old authors would have to be inserted in the 
the next edition of the Index Romanus Expurgatorius, when 
dogmas respecting the Blessed Virgin sluiil have ripened 

into full maturity I remain, sir, your faithful servant, 

Investigator. 

[We beg to thank, our correspondent for his interesting 
communication, and hope to take an early opportunity 01 
complying with the request he has made.] 



THE HYMN OF THE BLESSED VIRGIN. 

TO THS EDtTOn OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Mr. Editor,— A few days ago, as I was sitting to ft 
friend's house, the reader walked in, and after a little 
time began to prove that it was contrary to the will and 
mind of God to pray to the Blessed Virgin, or to any 
other saint or angel in heaven. " Arrah, hold your 
tongue, man," says Ned Casey, " and don't be making ft 
fool of yourself ; sure if your own mother axed a request 
of you, wouldn't you grant it ? and no one would refuse 
bis mother ; therefore," says he, "Jesus Christ doesn't 
refuse his blessed mother for any request she axes of 
him." "I fear," says the reader, "that you draw your 
■ conclusion too hastily ; for you have compared your own 
feelings and affections with the ways of Almighty God. 
I will read for yo»,'' says he, "from your own Bible (th» 
Douay) what one of the prophets says on this subject," 
so he read, — "For my thoughts are not your thoughts j 



